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FORUM
Is Public Archaeology a menace?
Thomas F. KING
Public Archaeology is a Menace to the Public – and to Archaeology
Introduction
“You can dig a big hole, and you dig it wide;
Try to show the people what it’s like inside.
Something for you; something for me;
All you gotta do is come down and see!”
(Old Tom King, a song by Ron Melander ca. 1971)
6R VDQJ P\ IULHQG FROOHDJXH DQG WKHQRI¿FH PDQDJHU 5RQ
Melander in about 1971, in a song he wrote about me.  I quote it here to 
KHOSHVWDEOLVKP\ERQD¿GHVLQ³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\´ ,EHJDQP\FDUHHU
as an amateur archaeologist (some would use less complimentary 
terms) and am now engaged in ending it similarly.  In its course I’ve 
worked as an academic and applied professional archaeologist, often -if 
not always- with a strong tilt toward public involvement, participated in 
WKHGHYHORSPHQWRI³FXOWXUDOUHVRXUFHPDQDJHPHQW´&501, worked 
and published in that milieu, and incidentally was involved in U.S. 
DUFKDHRORJLFDOSROLWLFVDWWKHWLPHZKHQ&50F*LPVH\PRUHRUOHVV
LQYHQWHGWKHWHUP³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\´0F*LPVH\,KDGTXDOPV
about the term then, and I have qualms about it now. I want to explain 
why.
In essence, it comes down to this:  much of what is done in 
WKHQDPHRI ³SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\´ LVGRQH LQ WKH FRQWH[WRIGH¿QLQJ
and addressing the environmental impacts of modern development 
and land use. Most legal systems under which environmental impact 
assessments (EIA) are done give far more attention to archaeological 
sites (and historic architecture, monuments, and the like) than they give 
to other cultural aspects of the environment. Yet those other aspects 
$ WHUPZKRVH LOOGH¿QHGFKDUDFWHUKDVEHHQHYHQPRUHGDPDJLQJ WR WKHSXEOLF LQWHUHVW
WKDQ WKDWRI ³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\´VHH.LQJ  IRUGLVFXVVLRQDQGZKDW , WKLQN LVD
UHVSRQVLEOHGH¿QLWLRQ
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RIWKHHQYLURQPHQWPD\EHIDUPRUHLPSRUWDQWWR³WKHSXEOLF´±LQWKH
sense of real people who live in or otherwise value that environment 
± WKDQ DUH DUFKDHRORJLFDO VLWHV  ³3XEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\´ OLNH ³&50´
and several similar euphemisms used by archaeologists) can be and 
often is misunderstood by those performing EIA or acting upon EIA’s 
¿QGLQJV±DQGE\LWVSUDFWLWLRQHUVWKHPVHOYHV7KHPLVXQGHUVWDQGLQJ
lies in the belief that by addressing the concerns of archaeology with a 
given proposal (for a dam, a highway, a power scheme, whatever), we 
KDYHDGGUHVVHG³WKHSXEOLF¶V´FRQFHUQVDERXWLPSDFWVRQWKHFXOWXUDO
environment.  As a result, projects go forward with some measure 
(often a large measure) of attention to the interests of archaeologists, 
while effectively ignoring those of the public.  This is damaging to the 
public interest, and it is also damaging to archaeology, because in the 
end it erodes the public’s support for what we do. 
'H¿QLWLRQV'H¿QLWLRQV
7KHSUREOHP ODUJHO\ OLHV LQKRZ ³SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\´ LV GH¿QHG
DQGKRZZHDFWZLWKUHVSHFWWRRXUGH¿QLWLRQV
$Q,QQRFXRXV'H¿QLWLRQ
2QH GH¿QLWLRQ RI ³SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\´ PLJKW EH ³WKH SUDFWLFH
RI DUFKDHRORJ\ ZLWK VLJQL¿FDQW SXEOLF SDUWLFLSDWLRQ ´ :H LQYLWH WKH
SXEOLFWRYLVLWRXU¿HOGVLWHVZHH[SODLQZKDWZH¶UHGRLQJZHPDNH
DUUDQJHPHQWVIRUWKHPWRZRUNZLWKXVLQWKH¿HOGLQWKHODELQDQDO\VLV
DQGUHSRUWDJH:HSXWWRJHWKHUH[KLELWVZHJLYHSXEOLFOHFWXUHVZH
KHOSFRPSRVHSXEOLFEURFKXUHVDQGZHEVLWHVZHPDNHPRYLHV
, VHH QR SUREOHP ZKDWVRHYHU ZLWK ³SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\´ DV
WKXVGH¿QHG , WKLQN LW LVZKDWZHDOO RXJKW WRGRRQYLUWXDOO\DQ\
archaeological project in which we engage.
$6OLJKWO\0RUH4XHVWLRQDEOH'H¿QLWLRQ
:H PLJKW DOVR GH¿QH ³SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\´ DV ³WKH SUDFWLFH RI
DUFKDHRORJ\DGGUHVVLQJPDWWHUVRILQWHUHVWWRWKHSXEOLF ´,DPWKLQNLQJ
here of community-based (and other) archaeology programs that 
structure their studies around things in which the public is ostensibly 
interested.  The study of the African diaspora, for example, is clearly 
RILQWHUHVWWRDPRQJRWKHUVWKHGHVFHQGDQWVRIHQVODYHG$IULFDQVLWV
DUFKDHRORJLFDOSXUVXLW LVDUJXDEO\ ³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\ ´:KDWPDNHV
WKH GH¿QLWLRQ D ELW WULFN\ LV WKDWZKDW LV RI LQWHUHVW WR RQH ³SXEOLF´
may be objectionable or offensive to another (consider the sometimes 
GLYHUJHQW LQWHUHVWVRI ,VUDHOLVDQG3DOHVWLQLDQV LQ WKHDUFKDHRORJ\RI
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their shared homeland).  This doesn’t make such archaeology any less 
³SXEOLF ´EXWLWGRHVUHTXLUHWKDWDUFKDHRORJLVWVWKLQNWKURXJKWKHUDQJH
of public interests to which their work may relate.
7KHUH DUH GRXEWOHVV RWKHUZD\V WR GH¿QH ³SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\ ´
with different implications, but let me turn to the one that I think is 
particularly problematic.
$'DPDJLQJ'H¿QLWLRQ
([SOLFLWO\ RU PRUH RIWHQ LPSOLFLWO\ ³SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\´ LV
GH¿QHG DV ³DUFKDHRORJ\ SHUIRUPHG ZLWK UHIHUHQFH WR SXEOLF ODZ
UHJXODWLRQSROLF\RUSURJUDPV ´7KXVZHXQGHUVWDQGRXUVHOYHVWREH
GRLQJ³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\´ZKHQZHGRVXUYH\VDQGRWKHUVWXGLHVLQ
advance of proposed construction or land use projects, under whatever 
environmental and historic preservation laws require that the impacts 
RIVXFKSURMHFWVEHFRQVLGHUHG:HDOVRPD\XQGHUVWDQGRXUVHOYHVWR
EHGRLQJ³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\´ZKHQZHZRUNLQJRYHUQPHQWDJHQFLHV
or ministries that oversee or conduct such work.  
This would not be a problem if we stuck to archaeology and if other 
cultural aspects of the environment were routinely dealt with by other 
experts in consultation with the concerned public, but unfortunately 
this is often not the case.
:KDW+DSSHQV
:KDWKDSSHQVLVWKLV
1. The laws, regulations, policies or guidelines under which a 
project’s environmental impacts are assessed include some sort of 
YDJXHUHIHUHQFHWRDGGUHVVLQJLPSDFWVRQ³FXOWXUDOUHVRXUFHV´RU
³KHULWDJH ´2UWKH\PD\QRWWKH\PD\RQO\UHTXLUHWKDWLPSDFWV
on historic places or monuments be addressed. 
2. The people and organizations responsible for EIA on the project 
scratch their heads a bit and turn to those they perceive to be 
H[SHUWVLQVXFKWKLQJV±WKH³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJLVWV ´
7KHSXEOLFDUFKDHRORJLVWVVD\³5LJKWWKHQSOHDVHJLYHXVVRPH
PRQH\DQGZH¶OOJRGRDVXUYH\¿QGWKHVLWHV\RXUSURMHFWPD\
mess up and advise you about how to avoid destroying them or 
PLWLJDWHWKHLPSDFWVRIGRLQJVRE\GLJJLQJWKHPXS ´$OOLQWKH
public interest.  
4. This (in some form, to some extent) is done.
5. Nobody asks what else of a cultural nature may be threatened 
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by the project.  If the question were asked, the answer might be 
³TXLWHDORW´±IRUH[DPSOH
a. The ongoing traditional ways of life of resident or nearby 
FRPPXQLWLHV
b. Spiritual beliefs about the landscape and its elements, and 
SUDFWLFHVDVVRFLDWHGZLWKVXFKEHOLHIV
c. Traditional uses of and beliefs about plants, animals, water, 
PLQHUDOV
G&XOWXUDOO\YDOXHGYLVXDODXGLWRU\DQGROIDFWRU\DVSHFWVRI
WKHHQYLURQPHQW
e. Language, which may be intimately related to or affected 
E\WKHODQGDQGLWVXVHV
f. And many other things.
6. Because they don’t ask and they assume that by turning things 
RYHUWRWKHSXEOLFDUFKDHRORJLVWVWKH\¶YHWDNHQFDUHRI³FXOWXUH ´
the project planners go ahead with their EIA without considering 
any of the above variables, or without considering them very 
thoroughly.
7. The project is then found to have tolerable impacts on the 
HQYLURQPHQWDQGLVRI¿FLDOO\DSSURYHG
,I³WKHSXEOLF´¿QGVDZD\WRFRPSODLQDERXWEHLQJLJQRUHGWKH
SURMHFWSODQQHUVDUHSX]]OHGDQGVD\³EXWZH¶YHGHDOWZLWKWKHVH
LVVXHV ZH ZRUNHG ZLWK WKH SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJLVWV ´ 7KH SXEOLF
archaeologists usually don’t say anything.
9. The project proceeds, with little or no consideration of non-
archaeological cultural issues.
The Results
There are three results of the process outlined above.
)LUVWVRPHUDWKHUVLJQL¿FDQWFXOWXUDOLQWHUHVWVLQWKHHQYLURQPHQW
may be ignored and destroyed or altered without due consideration, 
despite what may be substantial public interest in them.  It is because 
³SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\´DVZLGHO\SUDFWLFHG LQHVVHQFH FRQQLYHV LQ WKLV
ignorance and destruction that I call it a menace to the public.
Second, the public (or publics) whose concerns are ignored come 
to view archaeologists (if they view them at all) as part of the problem. 
The archaeologists have come in and dug up the village before the 
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GDPEXLOGHUVRUKLJKZD\EXLOGHUVGLGWKH\ZHUHLQHVVHQFHWKHWLS
of the development spear. The project may even have been designed 
WRVHUYHSXEOLFDUFKDHRORJLFDOLQWHUHVWV±IRUH[DPSOHWRRSHQXSDQ
avenue of sphinxes or the site of an ancient palace for development 
as an archaeological park. The archaeologists have often hired local 
people to assist in what those local people see as the destruction of their 
KHULWDJH$WEHVWWKLVGRHVQRWEXLOGSXEOLFVXSSRUWIRUDUFKDHRORJ\DW
worst it erodes it. This is one reason I suggest that public archaeology 
can be a menace to archaeology. Another is that by in essence jumping 
LQWREHGZLWKGHYHORSPHQWLQWHUHVWVUDWKHUWKDQ¿QGLQJFRPPRQFDXVH
with concerned elements of the public, we often let archaeological sites 
be destroyed, that might be saved had we formed alliances and worked 
harder to protect the overall cultural environment.
:KDW7R'R$ERXW,W
,GRQRWPHDQWRVXJJHVWWKDWDUFKDHRORJLVWV±SXEOLFRURWKHUZLVH
±VKRXOGVWRSEHLQJDUFKDHRORJLVWVFDOOWKHPVHOYHVVRPHWKLQJGLIIHUHQW
or go out and develop expertise that they don’t have (though these 
things may sometimes be desirable and happen to be what I have 
done).  I do suggest that:
3XEOLFDUFKDHRORJLVWVVKRXOGEHKRQHVWDERXWZKDWWKH\±ZH±
FDQDQGFDQQRWGRDQGDUHQRWUHVSRQVLEOHIRUGRLQJ:KHQDVNHG
to deal with the impacts of a project, if all we are equipped to do 
is archaeology, we should make this very clear to those who seek 
our services, and try to avoid the assumption that we are going 
to do more.
 :H VKRXOG HQFRXUDJH WKH GHYHORSPHQW DQG HPSOR\PHQW RI
more comprehensive approaches to identifying and addressing 
the modern world’s impacts on the whole cultural environment, in 
effective consultation with the publics that value aspects of that 
environment2.
$VSXEOLFZKDWHYHUV±DUFKDHRORJLVWVDQWKURSRORJLVWVFXOWXUDO
UHVRXUFH SHRSOH FXOWXUDO KHULWDJH H[SHUWV ± ZH VKRXOG GR
everything we can to make sure that the public in all its diversity 
is fully involved not only in our work but in the broader studies 
and planning to which our archaeology may contribute.
July 2011
2 See http://www.cbd.int/doc/publications/akwe-brochure-en.pdf for one such approach.
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Responses
&DURO0F'$9,'
Response to Tom King’s “Public Archaeology is a Menace to the Public”
I read Tom King’s paper with great interest, having been a fan of 
his work for some time. I read it, assign it to students, and frequently 
give copies of his 2009 Our Unprotected Heritage: Whitewashing the 
Destruction of Our Cultural and Natural Environment to community 
collaborators and clients. Even though I spend most of my professional 
WLPH LQ WKHQRQSUR¿W DQGDFDGHPLF DUFKDHRORJ\DUHQDVP\PRVW
UHFHQW ZRUN KDV LQYROYHG FROODERUDWLQJ ZLWK ERWK &50 DQG 6+32
archaeologists on a variety of projects and policy initiatives. Therefore, 
I have some understanding of the issues he raises, even though I 
GRQRW³GR´ZKDWLVNQRZQDV&XOWXUDO5HVRXUFH0DQDJHPHQW&50
archaeology.
7RP LV FRUUHFWZKHQKHVWDWHV WKDW ³WKHSUREOHP ODUJHO\ OLHV LQ
KRZ µSXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\¶ LV GH¿QHG DQG KRZ ZH DFW ZLWK UHVSHFW
WRRXUGH¿QLWLRQV ´7KHSUREOHP,KDYHKRZHYHU LVZLWKKLVFKRVHQ
IRU WKH SXUSRVHV RI KLV DUJXPHQW GH¿QLWLRQ RI SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\
DV ³DUFKDHRORJ\ SHUIRUPHGZLWK UHIHUHQFH WR SXEOLF ODZ UHJXODWLRQ
SROLF\RUSURJUDPV ´+HLVDSSDUHQWO\GH¿QLQJSXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\DV
&50ZKHQLQIDFWLWLVLQWRGD\¶VZRUOGIDUPRUHWKDQWKDW
, ZRXOG DJUHH WKDW WKLV GH¿QLWLRQ ZDV DFFXUDWH XQWLO WKH HDUO\
1990’s (as he points out, the term was coined by McGimsey in 1972). 
,WLVLPSRUWDQWWRQRWHWKDWGXULQJWKHEHJLQQLQJGD\VRI&50GHVSLWH
WKHZLGHVSUHDGXVHRIWKHWHUP³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\ ´WKHUHZDVOLWWOH
public input in the archaeological work itself. Nor was there much 
indigenous, descendant or local community input as archaeological 
sites were excavated or interpreted. During this period most work with 
³DFWXDO´SXEOLFVZKHQLWH[LVWHGDWDOOZDVRYHUWO\educational, and its 
primary aim was to convince the non-archaeological public that saving 
archeological sites was important.
&KDQJHVWRWKLVYLHZEHJDQWRHPHUJHLQWKHODWHVZLWKWKH
most momentous early benchmark for discipline-wide change (in the 
8QLWHG6WDWHVRFFXUULQJZLWKWKHSDVVDJHRI1$*35$WKH1DWLYH
$PHULFDQ*UDYHV3URWHFWLRQDQG5HSDWULDWLRQ$FW7KHODZZDVOLPLWHG
in many ways, as we all know, but the key point here is that during this 
SHULRGWKHPHDQLQJRIWKHZRUG³SXEOLF´LQ³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\´EHJDQWR
shift. It began to include diverse living publics. Archaeologists working 
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with indigenous remains were (in some contexts, anyway) obligated to 
WDNHWKHRSLQLRQVRIGHVFHQGDQWVLQWRDFFRXQW±DQGWKHLUPHWKRGVDQG
LQWHUSUHWDWLRQVEHJDQVORZO\WRUHÀHFWWKLV(YHQWKRXJKRQHPDMRU
VKRUWFRPLQJRI1$*5$ZDVWKHOLPLWHGGH¿QLWLRQRI³GHVFHQGDQWV´DV
documented, lineal descendants, it did drive important discipline-wide 
FXOWXUDOFKDQJHLQWHUPVRI³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\ ´
Similar shifts also began to emerge in U. S. academic historical 
DUFKDHRORJ\ZLWKWKH³FULWLFDODUFKDHRORJ\´ZRUNWKDW0DUN/HRQHDQG
KLVVWXGHQWVHVSHFLDOO\3DUNHU3RWWHULQLWLDWHGLQWKHODWHVDQG
early 1990s. This work spawned an entire generation of scholars who 
DUH VWLOO SXVKLQJ WKH ERXQGDULHV LQ SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\ +RZHYHU LQ
WHUPVRI&50PRGHOVWKHPRVWLPSRUWDQWWUDQVIRUPDWLRQVFDPHDERXW
EHFDXVHRIWKH$IULFDQ%XULDO*URXQG3URMHFW$%*ZKLFKWRRNSODFH
LQ1HZ<RUN&LW\LQWKHHDUO\DQGPLGV7KHSXEOLFXSURDURYHU
human remains found at this site, and the public debate about how to 
excavate and interpret them, continued into the decade and established 
QHZ XQGHUVWDQGLQJV RI WKH ZRUGV ³GHVFHQGDQW ´ ³FRPPXQLW\´ DQG
³FOLHQW´ZLWKLQDUFKDHRORJ\'HVSLWHWKHIDFWWKDW1$*35$GLGQRWDSSO\
the cultural descendants of those buried at this site were successful 
in gaining control over how their ancestors’ remains were excavated 
DQGLQWHUSUHWHG(YHQWKRXJKWKHUHLVVWLOOQR1$*35$IRUQRQ,QGLDQ
ODQGV WKH HWKRV WKDW GURYH1$*35$ DQG HPHUJHG IURP LW LV QRZ
commonplace in many archaeology projects across the United States 
±RWKHUWKDQLQWHUHVWLQJO\PRVW³HYHU\GD\´&50ZRUNZKHUHIRUWKH
most part King’s critique is still entirely correct. This is not to discount 
DIHZPDMRUSURMHFWVVXFKDVWKHUHFHQW3UHVLGHQW¶V+RXVHSURMHFWLQ
3KLODGHOSKLD±EXWWKH\DUHH[FHSWLRQVWRWKHQRUP(YHQVRWKH$%*
SURMHFWKDGWUHPHQGRXVLQÀXHQFHLQDUFKDHRORJ\JHQHUDOO\
As these changes have occurred in the U.S., similar shifts were 
occurring elsewhere, and a variety of post-colonial and global justice 
movements have played important roles in how archaeology and public 
archaeology are framed today. A major milestone in the global arena 
ZDVWKHIRXQGLQJRIWKH:RUOG$UFKDHRORJ\&RQJUHVVLQSDUWDVD
response to apartheid. Over the last two decades there have been key 
developments within governmental, non-governmental and scholarly 
arenas, all of which have been part of an ongoing global process of 
re-imagining how archaeological work can, and should, intersect with 
SXEOLF LQWHUHVWV DQG QHHGV $V WKLV KDV RFFXUUHG WKH WHUP ³SXEOLF
DUFKDHRORJ\´KDVH[SDQGHGLQPHDQLQJDQGLWLVIDLUWRVD\WKDWQRZ
many archaeologists, worldwide, conceive of public archaeology as 
something along these lines:
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any endeavor in which archaeologists interact with the public, 
and any research (practical or theoretical) that examines or 
analyses the public dimensions of doing archaeology.
It is important to note that those who do this sort of work may 
LGHQWLI\WKHPVHOYHVLQYDULRXVZD\V±DVDUFKDHRORJLFDOHWKQRJUDSKHUV
RUKHULWDJHSURIHVVLRQDOVRUDSSOLHGDQWKURSRORJLVWVHWF±HYHQWKRXJK
WKHLUZRUNLVMXVWDVRIWHQFKDUDFWHUL]HGDV³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\´LQFDVH
VWXG\YROXPHV$NH\IHDWXUHRIWKLVGH¿QLWLRQLVWKDWLWVHPSKDVLVLV
not only on practice, but also on research, and much of this research 
LVDLPHGSUHFLVHO\DW WKHTXHVWLRQV.LQJ UDLVHV± WKDW LV WKRVHZKR
FDOOWKHPVHOYHVSXEOLFDUFKDHRORJLVWVDUHWKLQNLQJ³WKURXJKWKHUDQJH
RI LQWHUHVWV WRZKLFK WKHLUZRUNPD\ UHODWH ´$QRWKHU IHDWXUHRI WKH
most recent work is that it tends to cross the usual disciplinary lines 
±DUJXDEO\PRUHVRWKDQHDUOLHU³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJLHV ´ZKLFKWHQGHG
to be situated within the typical geographic and temporal discourses 
(such as prehistoric archaeology, classical archaeology, and historical 
archaeology). In the past, for example, a typical historical archaeologist/
public archaeologist might not have been conversant with the public 
archaeology work done by an Egyptologist, or a prehistoric archaeologist, 
or an Africanist, because they read different journals, went to different 
conferences, and so on. This is not as true today, and as this has 
HYROYHGSDUWLFXODUPHWKRGVDQGDSSURDFKHVFRPPRQWR³SXEOLF´ZRUN
in general have begun to emerge.
This short response does not include citations (there are hundreds 
now available), but one easy pointer to the newer work is to examine 
WKHLQWHUQDWLRQDOMRXUQDO3XEOLF$UFKDHRORJ\ZKLFKEHJDQSXEOLFDWLRQ
in 2000. The masthead states that the journal provides:
…an arena for the growing debate surrounding archaeological 
and heritage issues as they relate to the wider world of 
politics, ethics, government, social questions, education, 
management, economics, and philosophy. Key issues covered 
include: the sale of unprovenanced and frequently looted 
antiquities; the relationship between emerging modern 
nationalism and the profession of archaeology; privatization 
of the profession; human rights and, in particular, the rights of 
indigenous populations with respect to their sites and material 
relics; representation of archaeology in the media; the law on 
SRUWDEOH¿QGVRUWUHDVXUHWURYHV>WKH@DUFKDHRORJLVWDVDQ
instrument of state power, or catalyst to local resistance to 
the state.
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%\ VFDQQLQJ WKH SDJHV RI WKLV MRXUQDO RQH FDQ ¿QG SXEOLF
DUFKDHRORJLVWVZKRZRUNLQDYDULHW\RI¿HOGVLQFOXGLQJEXWQRWOLPLWHG
to education and curriculum management, heritage management, new 
technologies, the academy, politics and legislation, ethics, journalism, 
performance, museums, tourism, as well as commercial contract 
archaeology. These people do both qualitative and quantitative research 
about the public perceptions of archaeology, how pasts are created and 
XVHGDQG WKH FRQÀLFWVEHWZHHQDFDGHPLFDQGSRSXODU YLHZVRI WKH
past. They deal actively with the political, social and economic contexts 
in which archaeology is undertaken, the attitudes of disempowered 
and indigenous peoples towards archaeology, and the educational and 
SXEOLFUROHVRIWKHGLVFLSOLQH,QVKRUWSXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\GH¿QHGLQWKLV
way is an arena in which past and present merge, as information about 
the past is used by contemporary people for contemporary agendas 
and needs.
Before closing, I would like to address a particular issue that 
was raised in a recent internet conversation about King’s paper, and 
WKLV KDG WR GRZLWKZKHWKHU ³SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\´ LV ³DUFKDHRORJ\ ´
0\DQVZHUZRXOGEH\HV± if the public archaeologist is trained as an 
archaeologist and is doing the work within an archaeological context. 
7KLVLVOLNHDQ\RWKHUDUFKDHRORJLFDOVSHFLDOW\±ZRXOGVRPHRQHVD\
that a GIS specialist with an advanced archaeology degree was 
not doing archaeology when s/he was surveying a site? Or that an 
osteologist with a similar degree who was examining the bones from 
DVLWHZDVQRW³GRLQJDUFKDHRORJ\´"2IFRXUVHQRWHYHQWKRXJK*,6
DQG RVWHRORJLFDO VNLOOVHWV DUH DOVR XVHG LQ RWKHU GLVFLSOLQHV 3XEOLF
DUFKDHRORJ\VKRXOGEHVHHQDVMXVWOLNHDQ\RWKHUVSHFLDOW\±LILWLV
done within an archaeological context by someone with an advanced 
degree in archaeology, it is archaeology.
For example, like most archaeologists, I have training in 
VHYHUDODUFKDHRORJLFDOVSHFLDOWLHVLQP\FDVH±SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\
archaeological theory, historical archaeology and African Diaspora 
DUFKDHRORJ\+RZHYHU,DOVRKDYHWUDLQLQJLQZULWLQJSXEOLFUHODWLRQV
marketing, museum management and agency administration, all 
of which are useful in my particular public archaeology practice. 
This work includes putting together community meetings, writing 
materials for the public, doing basic research about different aspects 
RISXEOLFLQWHUDFWLRQVHWWLQJXSPHGLDLQWHUDFWLRQVIRU¿HOGSURMHFWV
participating in public policy planning, assisting with museum displays, 
conducting ethnographic and oral history interviews and giving public 
WDONVDQGWRXUV,WDOVRLQFOXGHVZULWLQJDERXWWKRVHIRUPVRISUDFWLFH±
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analyzing them, drawing conclusions, etc. In short, it is both practice 
and research.
+RZHYHULQRUGHUWRGRWKLVZRUNSURSHUO\ZLWKLQDUFKDHRORJ\,
¿UVWKDGWRREWDLQWKHEDVLFWUDLQLQJWKDWDQ\DUFKDHRORJLVWVKRXOGKDYH
¿HOGWUDLQLQJDUFKDHRORJLFDOKLVWRU\WKHRUHWLFDOWUDLQLQJHWF7KHQ,
had to make sure I had the training to do the public archaeology work 
DVZHOO3XEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\ LV OLNHDQ\RWKHUDUFKDHRORJLFDOVSHFLDOW\
±LWUHTXLUHVWUDLQLQJWRGRLWSURSHUO\EXWOLNHRWKHUVSHFLDOWLHVLWLV
archaeology.
To close, Tom King is both right and wrong. In his critique of 
D FHUWDLQ DUHD RI ³SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\´ ± &50 ± KH LV ULJKW DQG KLV
FULWLTXHVKRXOGEHUHTXLUHGUHDGLQJIRUDQ\RQHJRLQJLQWRWKH¿HOG+H
is wrong (and hugely unfair to scores of researchers today) to restrict 
KLVGH¿QLWLRQRISXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\WR³RQO\´RQHUHDOPRISUDFWLFH
&RUQHOLXV+2/725)
Comment on King
,KDYHQRH[SHULHQFHZLWK$PHULFDQ&50EXW,DPHPSOR\HGE\
a University in Europe, consequently lacking much of the background 
and experience on which Thomas King’s argument is based. From 
my European research and teaching perspective, however, public 
archaeology is not a particular form of archaeological practice related to 
public participation, interests (plural) of the public or indeed the public 
interest (singular) represented in laws and regulations. Instead, I see 
LW DVD¿HOGZKLFKVWXGLHVSUDFWLFHVE\ZKLFKDUFKDHRORJLVWVHQJDJH
with society at large. I like Nick Merriman’s (2004: 5) formulation 
WKDW³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\RSHQVXSDVSDFHLQZKLFKWRGLVFXVV«WKH
processes by which meaning is created from archaeological materials in 
WKHSXEOLFUHDOP ´7RPH.LQJ¶VDUJXPHQWWKHUHIRUHGRHVQRWDGGUHVV
public archaeology directly and the title of his polemical comment 
appears as somewhat ill-chosen for non-American audiences. 
King discusses a number of issues that characterise the way 
archaeology appears to be practised in the planning process in the 
U.S. and how this affects in different ways both academic archaeology 
and the public in the same country. I am very surprised to read that 
apparently this process does not include any public consultations in 
relation to developments plans. Such consultations would precisely 
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bring to light any kind of local values or other concerns about a given 
project, so that they could be answered or addressed. For example, a 
FRXSOHRI\HDUVDJRWKHORFDO7RZQ&RXQFLO¶VGHYHORSPHQWSODQIRUWKH
area in which I live in Sweden was made public and presented in several 
local meetings. It received so much criticism from the local population 
WKDWWKH&RXQFLOZDVFRPSHOOHGWRUHYLVH LW WKRURXJKO\WKRXJKDV LW
happened, archaeological concerns did not come into it at all.) Quite 
possibly, I misunderstood what King actually meant. 
)LQDOO\.LQJGRHVQRWDSSHDUWRDOORZLQSULQFLSOHIRU&50WREH
MXVWL¿HGZKHQLWGRHVQRWLQYROYHWKHORFDOSRSXODWLRQ$OWKRXJK,EURDGO\
DJUHHZLWKWKLVGHPRFUDWLFVHQWLPHQW+ROWRUI,DPDOVRDZDUH
that in modern democracies state authorities very commonly represent 
the public interest. This is achieved by way of expert authorities which 
usually act independently of both politicians and the public and on 
WKHEDVLVRIWKHLURZQVSHFL¿FH[SHUWLVHDORQH$OWKRXJKJRRGSXEOLF
relations are of course important for all such authorities, the quality 
and legitimacy of their work cannot be determined by public surveys 
alone. In other words, it is nice but not necessarily essential for the 
ORFDOFRPPXQLW\ WRHQMR\DQGVXSSRUWD&50SURMHFWFDUULHGRXWE\
H[SHUWVDQGIXO¿OOLQJGHPDQGVPDGHE\OHJLVODWLRQ
,QVXP,IHDUWKDW,PD\QRWKDYHDGGUHVVHGWKHVSHFL¿FLVVXHV
King wished to raise. My task may have been easier if his paper had 
been presented in a clearer and more elaborated way. 
$QWRQLR9,=&$Ë12(67(9$1
What menace? Beyond the Archaeological Heritage Management
2QHRIWKHFKDOOHQJHVRI3XEOLF$UFKDHRORJ\±DQGRI$UFKDHRORJ\
in a broad sense- is to effectively deal with modern development and 
land use projects. It constitutes a major challenge because there 
DUHYHU\GLIIHUHQWVWDNHV±HFRQRPLFDOSROLWLFDOOLQNHGERWKWRSXEOLF
institutions and private companies, which very often implies, on the 
one hand, little time to address environmental impact studies and, 
on the other hand, impersonal archaeological processes of study and 
evaluation. In the end, Archaeology gets bureaucratized, as Faulkner 
(2000) argues, becoming a simple and standardized procedure that 
LV FDUULHGRXWQRWEHFDXVHRI D UHDO VFLHQWL¿FRUSXEOLF LQWHUHVW EXW
because of a particular legal framework. 
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,QFRXQWULHVOLNH6SDLQZKHUH3XEOLF$UFKDHRORJ\SUDFWLFHVDUHQRW
XVXDO±LIWKH\H[LVWDWDOO$OPDQVDWKHVLWXDWLRQLVHYHQZRUVH
EHVLGHVWLPHDQGRI¿FLDOVWDNHKROGHUV¶SUHVVXUHFRPPXQLW\LQYROYHPHQW
does not exist, not only in aspects concerning archaeological research 
DQG¿HOGZRUNEXWDOVRLQGHFLVLRQPDNLQJ
The process becomes, in this way, a simple data-collecting labour 
with the sole purpose of fully justifying the accomplishment of the 
HQYLURQPHQWDOLPSDFWVWXG\DSLOHRIDUFKDHRORJLFDOGDWDWKDWDWEHVW
DUHXVHGLQRUGHUWR¿OOWKHSDJHVRIDVFLHQWL¿FSXEOLFDWLRQ±FRPSOHWHO\
out of non-professional possibilities- or, being extremely optimistic, as 
part of information panels if one of the archaeological sites is lucky 
enough to be preserved and presented to the public.  
Nevertheless, we should include these practices in what one might 
call ‘standardized’ Archaeology. In other countries, like the USA, there 
is a long tradition of involving local communities, especially during 
the archaeological dig, in the framework of the well-known ‘cultural 
UHVRXUFH PDQDJHPHQW¶ &50 +RZHYHU WDNLQJ LQWR DFFRXQW WKH
UHÀHFWLRQV RI 7KRPDV ).LQJ LQ µ3XEOLF$UFKDHRORJ\ LV DPHQDFH WR
WKH 3XEOLF ± DQG WR $UFKDHRORJ\¶ 3XEOLF $UFKDHRORJ\ SUDFWLFHV DUH
considered to be damaging to the public as long as they only look for 
the interests of Archaeology, leaving other cultural heritage resources 
aside. Often these other cultural heritage aspects are more related to 
local communities than the archaeological record itself, so if they are 
not taken into account or, moreover, if they are neglected and destroyed 
due to the lack of consideration on the part of archaeologists, then 
negative consequences for Archaeology and its public image should be 
H[SHFWHG,VWKHUHIRUH3XEOLF$UFKDHRORJ\DPHQDFHWRWKHSXEOLFDV
King says?
3HUVRQDOO\,GRQRWWKLQNVR$V6FKDGOD+DOOSURSRVHGLQ
WKHODWH¶V3XEOLF$UFKDHRORJ\LVFRQFHUQHGZLWKUHODWLRQVEHWZHHQ
Archaeology and the public, that is to say, it stresses every aspect of 
people’s daily lives in which Archaeology has something to say. This 
means that the discipline tries to go beyond the traditional discourse 
RIKHULWDJHPDQDJHPHQWDQGRSHQVWKHZD\WR¿HOGVZKHUHWKHUHLVDQ
important economical, political and social component, which increases, 
consequently, the scope of action. This is because the main goal of 
3XEOLF $UFKDHRORJ\ LV WR VWUHQJWKHQ OLQNV EHWZHHQ $UFKDHRORJ\ DQG
society, encouraging the utility and meaning of Archaeology to people’s 
UHDOOLYHVLQRWKHUZRUGVWRFODLPWKHVRFLDOXVHRI$UFKDHRORJ\)URP
WKDW SRLQW RI YLHZ WKH SXEOLF ±QRW WKH DUFKDHRORJLFDO REMHFW LV WKH
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PDLQFKDUDFWHUDQGWKDWLVZK\3XEOLF$UFKDHRORJ\FDQQRWEHVHHQDV
a menace to the public. 
$FWXDOO\ 3XEOLF $UFKDHRORJ\ KDV WKH FKDQFH WR KHOS WKURXJK
DUFKDHRORJLFDOKHULWDJHPDQDJHPHQWDQGLWVVHYHUDOSRVVLELOLWLHV±ODZ
¿HOGZRUNLQWHUSUHWDWLRQRXWUHDFKORFDOGHYHORSPHQWVROYHJUHDWHU
or minor controversial and in-depth problems that exist in our society. 
This can happen regardless of whether the problems are concerning 
KHULWDJHLVVXHV±HLWKHUDUFKDHRORJLFDOHWKQRJUDSKLFDOHQYLURQPHQWDO
RUZKDWHYHUVRFLDODQGSROLWLFDODVSHFWV±KLVWRULFDOFRQÀLFWVWKDWDUH
not yet over, social justice, historical memory- or economical and local 
GHYHORSPHQWRUDOORIWKHDERYHDWWKHVDPHWLPHEHFDXVHLWLVQRW
always easy to separate them.  
And this does not mean that Archaeology is exceeding its 
SRVVLELOLWLHV DQG LWV ¿HOGV RI DFWLRQ :K\ GR ZH KDYH WR SUHYHQW
$UFKDHRORJ\ ±LI LW LV LQ LWV µKDQGV¶ IURP DFWLQJ RQ ¿HOGV WKDW DUH
DSSDUHQWO\ ±EXW QRW UHDOO\ RXW RI LWV OLPLWV LI E\ GRLQJ VR ZH FDQ
improve the situation of the affected community? This is, in my opinion, 
what Archaeology should do when an environmental impact study has 
to be conducted: knowing the needs and interests of communities in 
connection with the project and practise Archaeology according to 
these indicators. If management of local archaeological resources can 
be used in order to address such needs, even if they are not directly 
related to those resources, any initiative in this way should be welcomed. 
The important thing is to develop inclusive and participatory practices 
in order to know what the real impact for local groups is, promoting 
less damaging actions and, at the same time, a civic enrichment and 
a better understanding between people and their environment and 
KHULWDJH±DQGRIFRXUVHEHWZHHQSHRSOHDQG$UFKDHRORJ\
Naturally, environmental impact studies of modern developments 
VKRXOGEHFDUULHGRXWE\VSHFLDOLVWVLQHYHU\¿HOGDV.LQJVD\VDQGLQ
collaboration with local communities, because by doing so a better and 
PRUHFRPSOHWHDVVHVVPHQWRISHRSOH¶VQHHGVFRXOGEHDFKLHYHGZH
cannot forget, among others, the importance of ethnography for this 
NLQGRISUDFWLFHV VHH3\EXUQ+DPLODNLVDQG$QDJQRVWRSRXORV
+RZHYHUWKLVGRHVQRWQHFHVVDULO\LPSO\GRLQJDQLQDSSURSULDWH
cultural and environmental management when the study is developed 
IURP3XEOLF$UFKDHRORJ\
In the same way as, for example, a project carried out through 
an environmental perspective can facilitate the preservation of 
archaeological resources, or an ethnographical research can call for the 
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recovery of an archaeological site or a historical monument due to its 
LPSRUWDQFHLQDFXOWXUDOODQGVFDSH±DQGWKHUHIRUHLQWKHHYHU\GD\OLIH
of the local community-, Archaeology can contribute to the preservation 
of other cultural values. 
)URPWKLVSRLQWRIYLHZKRZFDQ3XEOLF$UFKDHRORJ\EHGDPDJLQJ
IRU WKH FXOWXUDO YDOXHV RI D JURXS" 6HHLQJ 3XEOLF $UFKDHRORJ\ DV D
menace to the public means, in my opinion, not considering a broader 
DQGPRUHFRPSOH[GH¿QLWLRQDQGVHQVHRIZKDW3XEOLF$UFKDHRORJ\LV
DQGFDQGR±DEURDGGH¿QLWLRQWKDWZRXOGLQFOXGHDWOHDVWWKHWKUHH
GH¿QLWLRQVIRU3XEOLF$UFKDHRORJ\JLYHQE\.LQJHYHQWKHµGDPDJLQJ¶
RQHUHOHJDWLQJLWVLQWHUYHQWLRQH[FOXVLYHO\WRWKHDUFKDHRORJLFDO¿HOG
±ZKDW.LQJDVVRFLDWHVSDUWLFXODUO\ZLWKWKHµLQQRFXRXVGH¿QLWLRQ¶RIWKH
GLVFLSOLQHDQGDFWLQJRQEHKDOIRIDNLQGRIVHOIVDWLV¿HGSRVLWLRQWKDW
seeks above all for documentation and preservation of archaeological 
resources. That is when Archaeology leaves aside its real addressee, 
the public, and acts driven by other economical and political interests. 
Moreover, this fact constitutes the real menace to the public and, 
FRQVHTXHQWO\WR3XEOLF$UFKDHRORJ\
Instead of doing that, Archaeology has the possibility of becoming 
a means by which people can address their interests, aspirations and 
needs regarding their environment and their cultural heritage, what 
can be especially useful in situations like those related to modern 
development and land use projects, where local groups are not often 
taken into account by builders, developers and authorities. 
If archaeologists are required to carry out an environmental impact 
VWXG\DQGWKURXJKSXEOLFDUFKDHRORJLFDOSUDFWLFHV±ZLWKVSHFLDOLVWVDQG
particular conditions- it is possible to channel people’s voice, let’s do it. 
Let’s defend Archaeology as a useful tool for social, political, cultural 
DQG HFRQRPLFDO GHYHORSPHQW RQ D PRUH KXPDQ VFDOH DV 3\EXUQ
(2009) says. Let’s claim for the social value of Archaeology and all its 
possibilities. 
*DEULHO026+(16.$
The Many Faces of Public Archaeology: a Response to Thomas King
I sat down to read Thomas King’s article with a sour expression 
on my face and a chocolate cake in my hand to cheer myself up.  In 
practicing, studying and teaching public archaeology over several years 
,KDYHHQFRXQWHUHGDQ\QXPEHURIDWWDFNVDQGFULWLFLVPVRIWKH¿HOG
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IURPKDUGHQHG¿HOGZRUNHUVZKRFRQVLGHUHGLWDVLVV\DFWLYLW\WRhaute-
theorists who considered it banal and under-intellectualised.  At the 
same time I had long regarded King as one of the most thoughtful writers 
on archaeological issues, with a clear-sighted view of archaeology’s 
place in the wider world, and a well-honed bullshit detector.  Bluntly, 
I expected better from him than a cheap attack on public archaeology 
as a ‘menace’. Fortunately, it turned out that the body of King’s article 
belied the title, offering a carefully constructed and nuanced argument 
and raising a number of very important points.  I ate the chocolate 
cake anyway.  
King’s paper engages with one of the most annoying problems in 
SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\ WKDW LV WKHGH¿QLWLRQRUERXQGDU\RIDGLVFLSOLQH
that has of late become a buzzword. Monstrous injustices have been 
committed against both the public interest and the archaeological 
record in the name of public archaeology, and King is right to take up 
arms in defence of the more worthwhile elements of the subject.  At 
the same time he recognises the uncomfortable truth that what is good 
IRUWKHSXEOLFPD\QRWEHJRRGIRUDUFKDHRORJ\±DQGYLFHYHUVD.LQJ¶V
paper has helped me think about public archaeology in a more critical 
DQGSURGXFWLYHPDQQHUEXWKHKDVDOVRLQDGYHUWHQWO\KLJKOLJKWHGÀDZV
LQP\RZQDWWHPSWWRGH¿QHWKHGLVFLSOLQHVHH0RVKHQVNDDQG
for this I am extremely grateful.  
7KH WKUHH GH¿QLWLRQV RI SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJ\ WKDW .LQJ QRWHV DUH
a useful diagnostic tool. The LQQRFXRXV GH¿QLWLRQ focuses on public 
HQJDJHPHQWZLWK DUFKDHRORJ\ ± D XVHIXO FRQFHSW WRZRUNZLWK DQG
DQ DUHD ZKHUH PXFK JRRG ZRUN LV FDUULHG RXW +RZHYHU , ZRXOG
argue that engagement or public outreach is just one component of 
public archaeology.  The TXHVWLRQDEOHGH¿QLWLRQ of public archaeology 
is analogous to what we in the UK have come to call ‘community 
archaeology’. The problem that this raises is the unhelpfully vague and 
LQFOXVLYHWHUPµFRPPXQLW\¶ZKLFKLVUDUHO\GH¿QHGZLWKJUHDWFDUHDQG
frequently becomes divisive and problematic when funding or research 
priorities privilege one ‘community’ above another.  The damaging 
GH¿QLWLRQ of public archaeology is what I would call ‘public sector 
DUFKDHRORJ\¶±ZKHUHWKHRQO\ LQWHUDFWLRQZLWK WKHSXEOLF LV WKURXJK
their elected representatives. This is archaeology at its most alienated 
from the public.  
I have previously envisioned the relationship between 
DUFKDHRORJLVWV DQG WKH SXEOLF DV D FRPPRGLW\ UHODWLRQVKLS ±
archaeologists are the producers of archaeological commodities (labour, 
knowledge, skills), and the public are in various ways the consumers. 
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Most of the problems in public archaeology, I had assumed, were due 
to a disjuncture between supply and demand based on a failure of 
communication between the two sides. King’s paper has highlighted 
RQHRIWKHPDQ\ÀDZVLQWKLVPRGHOWKHUHLVDFRQVLGHUDEOHDPRXQW
of archaeological material for which there is currently no strong public 
interest, indeed little enough interest within archaeology.  If we are 
to subordinate or align our research priorities to public demand alone 
we will be poor and irresponsible archaeologists.  Of course, in a 
more sensible model for archaeological practice the public or publics 
form one amongst several stakeholder communities, which a mature, 
UHÀH[LYHDUFKDHRORJLFDOGLVFLSOLQHFDQWDNHLQWRFRQVLGHUDWLRQ%XWWKLV
is an archaeo-centric perspective, as King has so rightly noted: we 
need to consider the public’s interest not only in archaeology, but to 
WKHZLGHU¿HOGVRISODQQLQJGHYHORSPHQWDQGWKHVWXG\RIWKHKXPDQ
past to which we contribute.  In this sense, King’s closing statement 
VWDQGVDVDEULOOLDQWPDQLIHVWR IRUSXEOLFDUFKDHRORJLVWV ³ZHVKRXOG
do everything we can to make sure that the public in all its diversity 
is fully involved not only in our work but in the broader studies and 
SODQQLQJWRZKLFKRXUDUFKDHRORJ\PD\FRQWULEXWH ´,FDQ¶WDUJXHZLWK
that. Now, back to that chocolate cake. 
Thomas F. KING
$¿QDOUHVSRQVH
Rather than a point-by-point response to the thoughtful comments 
RI0RVKHQVND0F'DYLG9L]FDtQR(VWHYDQDQG+ROWRUI OHWPHWU\WR
RIIHUDJHQHUDOFODUL¿FDWLRQDQGWKHQSURYLGHDUHDOZRUOGH[DPSOHRI
ZK\LQDGHTXDWHO\UHÀHFWHGXSRQ³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\´LVPHQDFLQJ
)LUVWWKHFODUL¿FDWLRQ,DPDOOIRULQYROYLQJWKHSXEOLFLQDUFKDHRORJLFDO
ZRUNWKHLQQRFXRXVGH¿QLWLRQRISXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\DQG,VXSSRUW
doing archaeology that is relevant to the public (the slightly more 
TXHVWLRQDEOH GH¿QLWLRQ , KDYH GRQH WKHP ERWK DQG FRQWLQXH RQ
RFFDVLRQWRGRWKHPWRGD\,GRWKLQNWKDWLQGRLQJSXEOLFO\³UHOHYDQW´
DUFKDHRORJ\ ZH QHHG WR WKLQN DERXW ZKDW ³UHOHYDQFH´ HQWDLOV DQG
about how much bias is acceptable in favor of one public over  another. 
%XWP\PDLQFRQFHUQLVZLWKWKHPRUHGDPDJLQJGH¿QLWLRQRISXEOLF
DUFKDHRORJ\DV³DUFKDHRORJ\SHUIRUPHGZLWKUHIHUHQFHWRSXEOLFODZ
UHJXODWLRQSROLF\RUSURJUDPV ´0F'DYLGDSSHDUVWRWKLQNWKLVFRQFHUQ
WREHRXWPRGHGDQG LWVLPSO\GRHVQRWUHVRQDWHZLWK+ROWRUIEXW,
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think it remains a serious issue, upon which those who call themselves 
³SXEOLF DUFKDHRORJLVWV´ QHHG WR UHÀHFW $PDMRU UHDVRQ , ZURWHP\
paper was that I recently attended a conference in Beijing, where 
³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\´DVRULJLQDOO\IRUPXODWHGE\&50F*LPVH\,,,ZDV
H[WROOHGDVDPRGHOIRUSUDFWLFHLQ$VLD7KHGDQJHURXVGH¿QLWLRQRIWKH
term is alive and well in the world, and I think those who use it should 
think about the implications of doing so.
Now, to my example. I am currently working with an American 
,QGLDQ WULEH LQ WKH ZHVWHUQ 8QLWHG 6WDWHV 7KH WULEH ¿QGV SODQV
advancing apace for the construction of a large wind energy project 
LQWKHPLGVWRIDODQGVFDSH±FRQWUROOHGE\D86JRYHUQPHQWDJHQF\
± ZKLFK LWV SHRSOH JUHDWO\ YDOXH IRU FXOWXUDOVSLULWXDO UHDVRQV 7KH
tribe is having a great deal of trouble getting the project proponent 
or the government land managing agency to understand its concerns. 
:K\",QSDUWEHFDXVHWKHDJHQF\DQGWKHSURSRQHQWWKLQNWKH\DUH
dealing with archaeology.  As an automatic part of their environmental 
impact assessment work, they have sponsored archaeological surveys 
and insist (probably untruthfully, but that is another issue) that they 
KDYHGHVLJQHGWKHSURMHFWWR³DYRLG´DOOWKH³DUFKDHRORJLFDOVLWHV´ 7KH\
cannot seem to understand why this does not satisfy the tribe. But to 
the tribe, avoiding all the archaeological sites, even if it were really 
done, would be rather beside the point.  The tribe is concerned with the 
overall landscape and the spiritual, cultural, historical, ancestral values 
WKDWWKH\WKHWULEH±QRWDUFKDHRORJLVWV±DVFULEHWRLW$VDUHVXOW
the tribe on the one hand and the proponent and agency on the other 
are simply talking past one another, and every time either of the latter 
writes another letter or makes another verbal presentation about what 
good care is being (they say) taken of the archaeology, it only makes 
the tribe more angry and frustrated.
I cannot blame the government, industry, executives and attorneys 
DORQHIRUWKHLU³PLVHTXDWLRQ´RIDUFKDHRORJ\ZLWKWKHHQWLUHFXOWXUDO
environment, because all are closely advised by archaeologists.  It is 
WRWKHDUFKDHRORJLVWV±ZKRZRXOGYHU\OLNHO\GHVFULEHWKHPVHOYHVDV
³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJLVWV´ IROORZLQJ WKHGDQJHURXVGH¿QLWLRQ± WKDW WKH
industry and government look for advice about cultural matters.  And 
if the archaeologists involved in this dismal case are even implying to 
their employers or clients that there is more to the cultural environment 
than archaeology, they are certainly doing so only in the most indistinct 
of voices. I doubt if they are doing so at all, because their concern, 
after all, is with archaeology.
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As are the concerns, I surmise, of all my interlocutors, with the 
SRVVLEOHH[FHSWLRQRI0F'DYLG 7KLV LOOXVWUDWHV , WKLQNZK\³SXEOLF
DUFKDHRORJ\´XVLQJWKHGDQJHURXVGH¿QLWLRQLVDPHQDFH
Let me pose this question to all four, and any other reader willing 
WRFRQWHPSODWHWKHPDWWHULIDQLQGXVWU\±OHW¶VVD\LWLVDQLFHFOHDQ
JUHHQLQGXVWU\OLNHZLQGSRZHU±FDPHWR\RXDQGDVNHG\RXDERXW
what impacts a big array of wind turbines might have on an area’s 
FXOWXUDO HQYLURQPHQW RU ³FXOWXUDO UHVRXUFHV ´ RU ³FXOWXUDO KHULWDJH ´
would any of you tell that industry that it needs to consider the spiritual 
and other cultural values that local communities may ascribe to the 
ODQGVFDSH" :RXOG DQ\ RI \RX VXJJHVW VWXGLHV RI DHVWKHWLF LPSDFW
or close and thoughtful consultation with communities that perceive 
themselves as having cultural links to the area?  Or would you simply 
advise archaeological surveys, project design to avoid destroying 
DUFKDHRORJLFDOVLWHVDQGSURJUDPVRIDUFKDHRORJLFDOGDWDUHFRYHU\±DOO
involving volunteers from the public, of course, and perhaps addressing 
research topics of interest to the public?  If you would only advise the 
archaeological work, then you are part of a problem that is, I argue, 
menacing to the public, and in the long run to archaeology as well.
Actually, though, the industry representative would probably not ask 
\RXDERXWWKH³FXOWXUDOHQYLURQPHQW ´³FXOWXUDOUHVRXUFHV ´RU³FXOWXUDO
KHULWDJH ´7KH\ZRXOGSUREDEO\DVN\RXDERXW³DUFKDHRORJ\ ´VR\RX
could feel quite comfortable advising them only to take care of the sites. 
But the narrowness of their question would not mean that they were 
UHDOO\DVNLQJRQO\DERXWDUFKDHRORJ\8V³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJLVWV´WKLUG
GH¿QLWLRQKDYHEHHQVRVXFFHVVIXODWSURPRWLQJRXUSRLQWRIYLHZDERXW
ZKDW³FXOWXUDOUHVRXUFHV´DUHZKDW³FXOWXUDOKHULWDJH´HQWDLOVWKDWLW
is quite common for government and industry decision makers quite 
LQQRFHQWO\ WR FRQÀDWH WKH WHUPV  ³&XOWXUH´EHFRPHV ³DUFKDHRORJ\ ´
and vice-versa.  But even if they ask only about archaeology, I suggest 
that if you do not answer by asking how they are going to deal with 
culture writ larger, culture writ different-than-it-is-by-archaeologists, 
\RXDUHSDUWRIZKDWPDNHV³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\´PHQDFLQJ
,DJUHHZLWK&DURO0F'DYLGWKDW³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\´LVPRUHWKDQ
³FXOWXUDOUHVRXUFHPDQDJHPHQW´&50EXW,DOVRWKLQNLWREYLRXVO\LV
PXFKOHVV±EHFDXVHDUFKDHRORJ\LVQRWWKHRQO\³FXOWXUDOUHVRXUFH´WKDW
QHHGVWREHPDQDJHG,I\RXUSDUWLFXODUSUDFWLFHRI³SXEOLFDUFKDHRORJ\´
QHYHULQYROYHV\RXLQLQÀXHQFLQJKRZWKHPRGHUQZRUOGLQWHUDFWVZLWK
WKH FXOWXUDO HQYLURQPHQW DV LV DSSDUHQWO\&RUQHOLXV+ROWRUI¶V KDSS\
condition, then none of this matters.  But if your species of public 
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archaeology does somehow involve interactions with planning and 
decision-making by government and industry, then I suggest that you 
need to be constantly alert to the danger of portraying archaeology 
± HYHQ DW LWV PRVW ³SXEOLF´ ± DV WKH EHDOO DQG HQGDOO RI FXOWXUDO
VLJQL¿FDQFH
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